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 Dear Scott-
 
EPA reviewed the Draft Focused Feasibility Study Report for IR Site 21 and comments provided
by DTSC (dated Dec. 19, 2008). EPA concurs with DTSC's comments and has the following
additional comments/clarifying questions:
 
1. Several TI documents cite the 1996 Draft Reuse Plan as a useful planning tool but also

state likely deviations from the Plan. As it seems that the redevelopment plan has evolved
significantly since 1996, an update on the status of this document would be helpful.
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2. Does the most current reuse plan anticipate any new construction (of enclosed structures)
on the site for "recreation, culture, and entertainment" purposes?

3. If the Navy were unable to reach the risk-based concentrations for hypothetical future
residential land use via Alternative 3 or if VOCs were to rebound, would engineering
controls (e.g., vapor barriers) or other LUCs be required similar to what is required under
Alternative 2? Have target VOC concentrations in groundwater or soil gas been established
and accepted by the BCT that trigger a requirement to install vapor barriers at the Treasure
Island site? 

Please call with any questions or concerns about this review. Happy New Year.
 
Sincerely,
 
Christine Katin 
U.S. EPA, Region 9 
San Francisco, CA 
(415) 972-3112 
 
 
 


